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OPINION OF THE COURT

JORDAN, Circuit Judge.



Li Lin petitions for review from the final order of the Board of Immigration
Appeals denying her application for asylum, withholding of removal, and relief under the
Convention Against Torture (“CAT”). For the reason that follows, we will deny the

petition for review.

Lin is a native and citizen of the People’s Republic of China. On June 27, 2002,
Lin arrived in the United States without valid entry documents. Upon her arrival, an
officer of the Immigration and Naturalization Service interviewed Lin under oath. During
that interview, Lin stated that she was seeking asylum “because of Falun Gong.” When
Lin was asked, “Do you practice Falun Gong?,” she replied, “No.” When asked why she
was requesting asylum based on Falun Gong if she did not practice it, she answered, “My
parents practice Falun Gong.”

In July 2003, Lin applied for asylum, withholding of removal, and relief under
CAT. In her application, Lin again asserted that her parents had practiced Falun Gong in
China. She also alleged that she would be arrested if deported to China “because [she]
was involved in the activities of Falun Gong.” At a hearing before the Immigration Judge
on November 27, 2004, Lin testified that she feared returning to China because she had
practiced Falun Gong in China on a weekly or bi-weekly basis.

On November 27, 2004, the Immigration Judge denied Lin’s application, finding

that Lin was not credible and thus had failed to meet her burden to demonstrate a well-



founded fear of persecution. Lin appealed and the Board of Immigration Appeals
affirmed.

We have jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252.

II.

We review factual findings, including credibility determinations, for substantial
evidence. 8 U.S.C. § 1254(b)(4)(B); Tarrawally v. Ashcroft, 338 F.3d 180, 184 (3d Cir.
2003). On appeal, Lin argues that the record does not support the Immigration Judge’s
finding that Lin was not credible. We disagree. There is substantial evidence in the
record to support the finding that Lin lacked credibility. The record contains a major
inconsistency regarding whether Lin practiced Falun Gong in China. At Lin’s airport
interview, which the record indicates was conducted in Lin’s native language, Lin
specifically denied practicing Falun Gong. Then, at the hearing before the Immigration
Judge, Lin testified that she had practiced Falun Gong in China on a weekly or bi-weekly
basis. This inconsistency goes to the heart of Lin’s claim and is sufficient to support the
Immigration Judge’s adverse credibility determination.

I1I.

For the reason stated above, we deny the petition for review.



